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The Bhatta view is that truth.does not depend on any
extraneous factor for its revelation and hence, it is self-evi-
dent  But, how can this view be reconciled with the other
vie^w that a cognition does not reveal itself at the time of
its'appearance and that if the^re arises any curiosity it is indi-
rectly .known later through another cognition? Bat, If a cog-
nition. depsncte on another cognition for Its knowledge, its
tr-uth^ which is its p^oparty^ too must depend an another
cogrfcitiQn for its knowledge, and thus the theory of self-
evidence faJIs to the ground. In reply to this,, Parthasarathi
says that the theory of self-evidence does not' mean that a
cognition apprehends its truth in the form, 'I am true\ On
the contrary, it means that the knowledge of truth depends
on the knowledge of the cognition itself, and we need net
go beyond the cognrtion for that purpose. When a cogni-
tion arises we are not aware of the cognitive act, but the
awareness of the object rmmfested by the cognition defini-
tely occurs and the belief that the abject is really as It is
manifested remains imp'rcit until reflective consciousness
appears. An explicit conscrousness of'the truth of a cog-
nitron appears subsequently and then it depends on the
awareness of the cognition itself rather than on any extra-
neous consideration. When we judge a cognition it actu-
ally'such as is revealed to us and not different. The sole
means of'knowing the existence and nature of an object are
its^co-gnition and we have to believe what a cognrtion reveals
to us. When 1 perceive a yellow object, the consciousness
that the object is actually yellow arises from the perception
alone, ' while the consciousness that the object is actually
different in case if the perception be false, arises not from
the same perception, but from the knowledge of contradic-
tion or that of defeats in the eyes.27

Against the Mimamsa view that falsehood is eviden-
ced* by other means (paratah), it may be said that when the
ascertainment of falsehood is made to depend on another
cognition there will be infinite regress as on the theory of
extrinsicality of truth. The reply is that their dependence
is not a cause of infinite regress. Infinite regress occurs
when one thing is made to depend on another thing of the